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Examiner 
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— The MAIUNG DATE of thb communication appears on th coyer sheet beneath th conespondmce adAess— 
Period for Reply 

MONTH(S) FROM THE MAIUNG DATE 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 
OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of tirnem^ be an/ailabte under the prc^^ 
Ironr) the niailing date of this convnunication. 

- if the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days wilt be considered timelyL 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, such period shall, by default, expire SIX (6) MOISTTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the niailing date of this communication, even if timely, may reduce any earned patent 
tenm adjustment See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 



□ Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

□ This action is HNAL. 

□ Since this application is In condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the. merits is closed in 
accordance with the practice under Ex parte Ckmyle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 ; 4^ O.G. 21 3. 



Disposition off Claims 

pajClaim(s): 



^ — 



Of the above claim(s). 

□ Claim(s)- 
(^l£!aLm(s)- 

□ Claim(s)- 

□ Clalm(s). 



is/are pending in the application. 
. is/are withdrawn from consideration. 



Application Papers 

□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on . 

□ The drawing(s) filed on 



Is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 

are subject to restriction or election 
requirement 



is □ approved □ disapproved. 



is/are objected to by the Exarhiner 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 

Pri rfty under 35 U.S.C. § 119 (aHd) 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9 (a)-(d). 
□ All □ Some"^ □ None of the: 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

□ Certified copies of the priority documents have l^een received in Application No. _ 

□ Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received 

in this national stage application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)) 
^Certified copies not received: , 



Attachment(s) 

□ Infonmation Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Notice of Reference(s) Cited, PTO-692 

□. Notice of Draftsperson's Pat nt Drawing R view, PTO-948 



□ Int rvi w Summary, PTO--413 

□ Notice of Infonnal Patent Application, PTO-152 

□ Oth r 
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U.S. Patent and Trademaik Office 
PTO-32S (Rev. II/OQ) 



Part of Paper No. 



'U.S. GPO: 2000-472-999/43204 



Application/Control Number: 10/089,625 Page 2 

Art Unit: 1624 

The claims in the application are claims 1—12. 

Claims 1 and 6 are directed to a Bicyclic pyrido [2,e] 1 ,2 thiazine 




Structure 

While claims 4 and 7 are directed to linear structure. 

I- 

According, claims 4 and Tare rejected for lack of antecedent basis (37 CFR 1 .75 

(d)(1). 

Claims 1 and 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 USC 1 12, 2"** paragraph pending 
Q.lur/'fjf^i^i^'^ the fused pyrido bicyclic structure. 

Claim 12 is not In proper claim structure because of the lack of an "effective 
amount of clause. 

Claim 12 violates 35 U.S.C. 101 and 35 U.S.C. 112, since it is drafted in terms of 
use. Seefiinical products vs. Brenner, 255 F. Supp. 151; 149 USPQ 475 (D.C. District 
Columbia 1966). 

Any claim not specifically rejected, is rejected as being dependent on a rejected 

claim. 
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GROUP -ART UNIT //r^f^ 



